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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or 
any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this title. 

Claims 21-41, 44-48 are rejected for being directed towards nonstatutory subject 
matter. 

Claim 21 appears directed to a computer program product for use in a computer system 

that includes one or more processors and system memory.... comprising one or more computer 

readable media. The claimed limitation "computer-readable media" appears to invoke computer 

executable instructions on communications media which are defined to include according to the 

instant specification paragraphs [0028], by recitation: 

"Communications media typically embody computer-readable instructions, data 
structures, program modules, or other data in a modulated data signal such as a carrier 
wave or other transport mechanism and include any information-delivery media. By 
way of example, and not limitation, communications media include wired media, such 
as wired networks and direct-wired connections, and wireless media such as acoustic, 
radio, infrared, and other wireless media. The term computer-readable media as used 
herein includes both storage media and communications media, may be stored or 
transmitted via a data transmission medium, such as a signal on a communications link". 

Energy is not a series of steps or acts and thus is not a process. Energy is not a physical 

article and as such is not a machine or manufacture. Energy is not a combination of substances 

and therefore is not a composition of matter. Energy is not one of the four categories of 

invention and therefore not statutory. Energy is not one of the four categories of invention and 

therefore not statutory. Claims 22-41 are rejected because depend from claim 21. 
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Claim 44 appears directed to one or more computer-readable media having thereon a data 
structure. However, the data structure recites non-functional descriptive material because it does 
not show a functional or logical relationship between the elements of information. Also it does 
not appear to show the function being realized with the structure becoming structurally and 
functionally related to the medium. See MPEP 2106.01 (September 2007), second paragraph. 
Accordingly, claims 45-48 are rejected under the same reasoning. 

Applicants can look to MPEP 2106.01-2106.02 (September 2007), Interim Guidelines for 
Examination of Patent Applications for Patent Subject Matter Eligibility, Instant Specification, 
and contemporary case law with a matching fact pattern for further suggestions that may be 
helpful in overcoming these rejections. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 
The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1-20 are rejected under 35 USC 112, 2 nd paragraph because the claims are 
confusing by defining a system, process, and method within the same claim set. See 
MPEP 2173.05(p)(II) (September 2007). 

MPEP 21 73.05(p)(II) states: 

A single claim which claims both an apparatus and the method steps of using the 
apparatus is indefinite under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph. *> IPXL Holdings v. 
Amazon.com, Inc., 430 F.2d 1377, 1384, 77 USPQ2d 1 140, 1 145 (Fed. Cir. 2005);< 
Ex parte Lyell, 1 7 USPQ2d 1 548 (Bd. Pat. App. & Inter. 1 990) *> 
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Claims 21-41 are rejected under 35 USC 112, 2 nd paragraph because the claims 
assert a computer program product and computer system and a method claim within the 
same preamble raising concerns rendering the claims confusing. See MPEP 2173.05(p)(II). 

Claims 42-43 are rejected under 35 USC 112, 2 nd paragraph, for the same reasons as 
set forth in claim 1. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 



The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

Claims 1-11, 14-16, 21-34, 44, 46-48 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Ganesh et al., US Patent 6,295,610 Bl, Filed 17 September 1998, Patent Date 
25 September 2001, hereinafter Ganesh. 

Regarding claim 1, Ganesh teaches a computing system that 
includes one or more processors and system memory (Fig. 2, items 
204, 206 and 210), a method for the computing system to execute 
a transaction of one or more methods in a manner that the 
effects of the transaction may be at least partially undone even 
though a custom inversion process was not previously constructed 
for the transaction (Fig. 5, 8, wherein the customized inversion 
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process is interpreted to include step 810' s "apply undo changes 
to a particular block" analogously shown in Fig. 7, 9, 10,112), 
the method comprising the following: an act of maintaining a 
mapping between each of a plurality of groups of one or more 
direct methods with a corresponding group of one or more 
inversion methods that, when executed by the one or more 
processors of the computing system (Fig. 7A-2, wherein the 
mapping corresponds to undo data mapped with arrowed lines 
connecting transaction list to an undo sequence) , cause the 
computing system to at least partially undo the effects of the 
execution of the corresponding group of one or more direct 
methods (Fig. 4 item 432; Fig. 9, items 1008, 1010 and Fig. 11- 
2, undo block 1102); an act of beginning a transaction (Fig. 8, 
item 800 or Fig. 10, item 1050 or 12, item 1200, wherein the 
beginning is met by a first execution step) ; an act of running a 
group of one or more direct methods as at least part of the 
transaction, (Fig. 9, wherein the undo data of items 1008/ 1010 
and 1012, appear to identify specific changes to make to ; 
particular rows to undo a transaction also seen in Fig. 11-2 and 
Fig. 15) the group being one of the plurality of groups of one 
or more direct methods; an act of using the mapping to identify 
the corresponding group of one or more inversion methods 
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corresponding to the group of one or more direct methods; (Fig. 
15, wherein the group is interpreted to include containers 
"Container #A, #B" as illustrated) and an act of recording the 
identity of the corresponding group of one or more inversion 
methods in a compensation record for the transaction. (Fig. 11- 
2, wherein the compensation record is interpreted to include 
"undo record 1104-1106" as per "container #722") 

Regarding claim 2, Ganesh teaches a method in accordance, 
wherein the group of one or more direct methods is a first group 
of one or more transactions and the corresponding group of one 
or more inversion methods is a first group of one or more 
inversion methods, the method further comprising the following: 
an act of running a second group of one or more direct methods 
as at least part of the transaction, the second group being one 
of the plurality of groups of one or more direct methods; an act 
of using the mapping to identify the corresponding second group 
of one or more inversion methods corresponding to the second 
group of one or more direct methods; and an act of recording the 
identity of the corresponding second group of one or more 
inversion methods in the compensation record. (Fig. 11-2,: see 
container #722) 
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Regarding claim 3, Ganesh teaches a method in accordance, 
further comprising the following: an act of committing the 
transaction. (Fig. 11-1, see slot 0 "committed" ) 

Regarding claim 4, Ganesh teaches a method in accordance, 
further comprising the following: an act of saving the 
compensation record to a persistent media upon the act of 
committing the transaction. (Col. 1, 3 6-40, wherein the 
persistent media is interpreted to include a disk) 

Regarding claim 5, Ganesh teaches a method in accordance, 
further comprising the following: an act of determining that the 
transaction should be compensated; and an act of executing the 
inversion methods identified in the compensation group 
corresponding to the transaction. (Fig. 7A-2, see lines 
connecting transaction to undo) 

Regarding claim 6, Ganesh teaches a method in accordance, 
wherein the transaction is a first transaction and the 
transaction record is a first transaction record, the method 
first comprising the following: an act of beginning a second 
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transaction; an act of running a third group of one or more 
direct methods as at least part of the second transaction, the 
third group being one of the plurality of groups of one or more 
direct methods; an act of using the mapping to identify the 
corresponding third group of one or more inversion methods 
corresponding to the third group of one or more direct methods; 
and an act of recording the identity of the corresponding third 
group of one or more inversion methods in a compensation record 
for the second transaction. (Fig. 7A-2, Fig. 11; Fig. 15) 

Regarding claim 7, Ganesh teaches a method in accordance, 
further comprising the following: an act of committing the 
second transaction. (Fig. 7A-2; Fig. 9; Fig. 11; Fig. 15 ) 

Regarding claim 8, Ganesh teaches a method in accordance, 
wherein the first and second transaction are part of the same 
larger transaction. (Fig. 7A-2; Fig. 9; Fig. 11; Fig. 15 ) 

Regarding claim 9, Ganesh teaches a method in accordance, 
further comprising the following: an act of determining whether 
a larger transaction should be compensated; an act of executing 
the inversion methods identified in the first compensation 
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record corresponding to the first transaction in response ;to the 
act of determining; .and an act of executing the inversion 
methods identified in the second compensation group 
corresponding to the second transaction in response to the act 
of determining. (Fig. 7A-2; Fig.. 9; Fig. 11; Fig. 15 ) 

Regarding claim 10, Ganesh teaches a method in accordance, 
further comprising the following: an act of saving the second 
compensation record to a persistent media. (Fig. 7A-2; Fig. 9; 
Fig. 11; Fig. 15 ) 

Regarding claim 11, Ganesh does not explicitly teach a 
method in accordance, further comprising the following: an act 
of receiving a message, wherein the act of beginning the 
transaction is performed in response to receiving a message. 
(Col. 6, Lines 55-61) 

Regarding claim 14, Ganesh teaches method in accordance, 
wherein each of the plurality of groups of one or more direct 
methods each comprise a single method. (Fig. 12, see step 1200; 
Fig. 7A-2; Fig. 9; Fig. 11; Fig. 12; Fig. 15 ) 
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Regarding claim 15, Ganesh teaches a method in accordance, 
wherein each of the plurality of groups of one or more inverted 
methods each comprise a single inverted method. (Fig. 12, see 
step 1210; Fig. 7A-2; Fig. 9; Fig. 11; Fig. 15 ) 

Regarding claim 16, Ganesh teaches a method in accordance, 
wherein each of the plurality of groups of one or more inverted 
methods each comprises a single inverted method. (Fig. 12, see 
step 1210; Fig. 7A-2; Fig. 9; Fig. 11; Fig. 15 ) 



Regarding claim 21, Ganesh teaches a computer program 
product for use in a computing system that includes one or more 
processors and system memory (Claim 10, Fig. 2) , the computer 
program product for performing a method for the computing system 
to execute a transaction of one or more methods in a manner that 
the effects of the transaction may be at least partially undone 
even though a custom inversion process was not previously 
constructed for the transaction (Fig. 8, items 802, 806, wherein 
the effect of the transaction is deemed to be partially undone 
by blocking operation not shown to be previously constructed for 
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the transaction, interpreted to be a negative limitation that is 
negatively met because as the reference does omits the previous 
construction) , the computer program product comprising one or 
more computer- readable media having thereon computer- executable 
instructions that (Fig. 2, claim 10) , when executed by the one 
or more processors (Fig. 2) , cause the computing system to 
perform the following: an act of maintaining a mapping between 
each of a plurality of groups of one or more direct methods with 
a corresponding group of one or more inversion methods that (Fig. 
4, 7A, 7A-2, 9, interpreted to include undo records connected 
with arrowed lines to transaction records which meet the 
limitation of a mapping) , when executed by the one or more 
processors of the computing system, cause the computing system 
to at least partially undo the effects of the execution of the 
corresponding group of one or more direct methods (Fig. 3,; 
wherein the direct method corresponds to transaction slots 0, 2 
because they are "committed" operation as shown under item 34 0 
in the table with other examples shown in Figs. 4, 7A-1, 7A-2, 
9) ; an act of beginning a transaction (Fig. 8, item 800 or Fig. 
10, item 1050 or 12, item 1200, wherein the beginning is met by 
a first execution step) ; an act of running a group of one or 
more direct methods as at least part of the transaction, the 
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group being one of the plurality of groups of one or more .direct 
methods (Fig. 7A-2, wherein the groups correspond to "containers 
#722, #73 0) ; an act of using the mapping to identify the 
corresponding group of one or more inversion methods 
corresponding to the group of one or more direct methods (Fig. 
4, 7A-2, wherein the direct method is corresponded by following 
the lined arrows to containerized transactions seen in Fig. 4's 
"undo" pointer) ; and an act of recording the identity of the 
corresponding group of one or more inversion methods in a 
compensation record for the transaction. (Fig. 9, wherein 
compensation records are met by "undo record" examples 10 02, 
1004, 1006) 

Regarding claim 22, Ganesh teaches a computer program 
product in accordance, wherein the group of one or more direct 
methods is a first group of one or more transactions and the 
corresponding group of one or more inversion methods is a if irst 
group of one or more inversion methods, the computer program 
product further having thereon computer- executable instructions 
that, when executed by the one or more processors, further cause 
the computing system to perform the following (see Claim 10) : an 
act of running a second group of one or more direct methods as 
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at least part of the transaction, the second group being one of 
the plurality of groups of one or more direct methods; an act of 
using the mapping to identify the corresponding second group of 
one or more inversion methods corresponding to the second group 
of one or more direct methods; and an act of recording the 
identity of the corresponding second group of one or more 
inversion methods in the compensation record. (Fig. 9, Fig. 7A- 
1, Fig. 7A-2, wherein "inversion method" corresponds to an "undo 
ptr" ) 

Regarding claim 23, Ganesh teaches a computer program 
product in accordance, the computer program product further 
having thereon computer- executable instructions that, when 
executed by the one or more processors (see Claim 10) , further 
cause the computing system to perform the following: an act of 
committing the transaction. (Fig. 7, item "committed" ) 

Regarding claim 24, Ganesh teaches a computer program 
product in accordance, the computer program product further 
having thereon computer-executable instructions that, when 
executed by the one or more processors (see Claim 10) , further 
cause the computing system to perform the following: an act of 
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saving the compensation record to a persistent media upon 
act of committing the transaction. (Fig. 7, item "committed" ; 
Fig. 2, Col. 1, Lines 35-37) 

Regarding claim 25, Ganesh teaches a computer program 
product in accordance, the computer program product further 
having thereon computer-executable instructions that, when 
executed by the one or more processors, further cause the 
computing system to perform the following: an act of determining 
that the transaction should be compensated; and an act of 
executing the inversion methods identified in the compensation 
group corresponding to the transaction. (Fig. 7A-2, Fig. 14B; 
Fig. 16A-16B, see u "undo record" steps) 

Regarding claim 26, Ganesh teaches a computer program 
product in accordance, wherein the transaction is a first 
transaction and the compensation record is. a first compensation 
record, the computer program product further having thereon 
computer -executable instructions that, when executed by the one 
or more processors, further cause the computing system to ; 
perform the following: an act of beginning a second transaction; 
an act of running a third group of one or more direct methods as 
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at least part of the second transaction, the third group being 
one of the plurality of groups of one or more direct methods; an 
act of using the mapping to identify. the corresponding third 
group of one or more inversion methods corresponding to the 
third group of one or more direct methods; and an act of 
recording the identity of the corresponding third group of one 
or more inversion methods in a compensation record for the 
second transaction. (Fig. 7A-2, Fig. 14B; Fig. 16A-16B, see 
""undo record" steps) 

Regarding claim 27, Ganesh teaches a computer program 
product in accordance, the computer program product further 
having thereon computer- executable instructions that, when 
executed by the one or more processors, further cause the ; 
computing system to perform the following: an act of committing 
the second transaction. (Fig. 7a-l, Fig. 11-1, see "committed 1 ' 
status field) 

Regarding claim 28, Ganesh teaches a computer program 
product in accordance, wherein the first and second transaction 
are part of the same larger transaction. (Col. 20, Lines 16-25, 
interpreted to include "per-block rollback context") 
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Regarding claim 29, Ganesh teaches a computer program 
product in accordance, further comprising the following: an act 
of determining whether a larger transaction should be 
compensated; an act of executing the inversion methods 
identified in the first compensation group corresponding to the 
first transaction in response to the act of determining; and an 
act of executing the inversion methods identified in the second 
compensation group corresponding to the second transaction. 
(Fig. 7A-2, see containers #722, #730) 

Regarding claim 30, Ganesh teaches a computer program 
product in accordance, further comprising the following: an act 
of saving the second compensation record to a persistent media. 
(Col. 1, 36-40, wherein the persistent media is interpreted to 
include a disk) 

Regarding claim 31, Ganesh teaches a computer program 
product in accordance, further comprising the following: an act 
of receiving a message, wherein the act of beginning the 
transaction is performed in response to receiving the message. 
(Col. 11, Lines 51-56) 



Application/Control Number: 

10/763,526 

Art Unit: 2168 



Page 17 



Regarding claim 32, Ganesh. teaches a method in accordance 
21, wherein each of the plurality of groups of one or more 
direct methods each comprise a single method. (Fig. 12, see 
step 1200; Fig. 7A-2; Fig. 9; Fig. 11; Fig. 12; Fig. 15 ) 

Regarding claim 33, Ganesh teaches a method in accordance 
32, wherein each of the plurality of groups of one or more 
inverted methods each comprise a single inverted method. (Fig. 
12, see step 1200; Fig. 7A-2; Fig. 9; Fig. 11; Fig. 12; Fig. 15 ) 

Regarding claim 34, Ganesh teaches a method in accordance 
21, wherein each of the plurality of groups of one or more 
inverted methods each comprises a single inverted method. (Fig. 
12, see step 1200; Fig. 7A-2; Fig. 9; Fig. 11; Fig. 12; Fig. 15 ) 

Regarding claim 39, Ganesh teaches a computer program 
product in accordance, wherein the one or more computer -readable 
media are physical memory media. (Fig. 2, item 2 06 or Col. 1, 
L36-40) 
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Regarding claim 40, Ganesh teaches a computer program 
product in accordance, wherein the physical memory media include 
system memory. (Fig. 2, item 2 06) 

Regarding claim 41, Ganesh teaches a computer program 
product in accordance, wherein the physical memory media include 
a persistent media. (Col. 1, 36-40, wherein the persistent 
media is interpreted to include a disk) 

Regarding claim 42, Ganesh teaches a computing system that 
includes one or more processors and system memory (Fig. 2, items 
204, 206), a method for the computing system to execute a ; 
transaction of one or more methods in a manner that the effects 
of the transaction may be at least partially undone even though 
a custom inversion process was not previously constructed for 
the transaction (see Title; Fig. 16A, items 1606, 1610, wherein 
the limitation is interpreted to be met by applying the change 
information in the undo record) , the method comprising the 
following: an act of maintaining a mapping between each of a 
plurality of groups of one or more direct methods with a 
corresponding group of one or more inversion methods that (Fig. 
16B, see item 1620, wherein the limitation is interpreted to be 
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met by applying an alternate undo record and the group is 
interpreted to be met by a "container" as seen in Fig. 7A-2, and 
Fig. 11-2) , when executed by the one or more processors of the 
computing system (Fig. 2), cause the computing system to at 
least partially undo the effects of the execution of the 
corresponding group of one or more direct methods (Fig. 11-2, 
see container) ; an step for performing the transaction in a 
manner that the mapping is used to automatically generate 
compensation procedures that when executed by the one or more 
processors, cause the computing system to at least partially 
undo the effects of the transaction. (Fig. 7A-2, interpreted to 
be met by also by "redo log buffer" see in Col. 1, Lines 3 8-39; 
Col. 3, Lines 55-59) 

Regarding claim 43, Ganesh teaches a method in accordance 
42, wherein the step for performing the transaction comprises 
the following: act of beginning a transaction; an act of running 
a group of one or more direct methods as at least part of the 
transaction, the group being one of the plurality of groups of 
one or more direct methods; an act of using the mapping to 
identify the corresponding group of one or more inversion 
methods corresponding to the group of one or more direct 
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methods; and an act of recording the identity of the 
corresponding group of one or more inversion methods in a : 
compensation record for the transaction. (Fig. 7A-2, see \ 
container #, Col. 3, Lines 57-59) 

Regarding claim 44, Ganesh teaches one or more computer- 
readable media having thereon a data structure, the data 
structure comprising the following: a transaction identifier 
field that identifies a committed transaction of one or more 
groups of one or more direct methods (Fig. 3A, wherein- direct is 
interpreted to be a transaction with a direct pointer) ; and a 
compensation record field that identifies one or more inverted 
methods that, when executed, at least partially undo the effect 
of execution of the direct methods in the committed transaction. 
(Title, wherein "recovering" is undoing as seen in Figs. 7A-1, 
wherein "committed" in transaction table #7 meets the 
limitation, also see Fig. 7A-2, Fig. 9, 11-2, Fig. 15) 

Regarding claim 46, Ganesh teaches one or more computer- 
readable media in accordance, wherein the one or more computer- 
readable media are physical memory media. (Fig. 2, item 206) 
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Regarding claim 47, Ganesh teaches one or more computer- 
readable media in accordance, wherein the physical memory media 
is system memory. (Fig. 2, item 2 06) 

Regarding claim 48, Ganesh teaches one or more computer- 
readable media in accordance, wherein the physical memory -media 
is a persistent media. (Fig. 2, item 206; Col. 11, Line 55) 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ganesh et 
al., US Patent 6,295,610 Bl, Filed 17 September 1998, Patent Date 25 September 2001, 
hereinafter Ganesh in view of in view of Craig et al., US Patent 6,757,708 Bl; Filed 3 Mar 
2000; Patent Date 29 Jun 2004, hereinafter Craig . 

Regarding claim 12, Ganesh and Kesler do not explicitly teach a method in accordance 
1 1 , wherein the message is a HyperText Transport Protocol (HTTP) message. 

However, Craig teaches method in accordance 1 1 , wherein the message is a HyperText 
Transport Protocol (HTTP) message. (Col. 3, Lines 40-49) 
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Ganesh and Craig are analogous art pertinent to the problem to be solved. A skilled 
artisan would have been motivated to combine Ganesh and Craig because it provides for 
applications which typically require state information are internet shopping and e-commerce as 
discussed in Craig, (Col. 3, Lines 35-45). 

Therefore at the time of invention, it would have been obvious to a person having 
ordinary skill in the art to combine Ganesh and Craig because it provides for applications which 
typically require state information are internet shopping and e-commerce as discussed in Craig as 
suggested in Craig, (Col. 3, Lines 35-45). 

Claims 13, 17-20, 35-38, 45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Ganesh et al., US Patent 6,295,610 Bl, Filed 17 September 1998, Patent 
Date 25 September 2001, hereinafter Ganesh in view of Kesler, US Patent 7,062,502 Bl; 
Filed 28 Dec. 2001, Patent Date 13 June 2006. 

Regarding claim 13, Ganesh does not explicitly teach the method in accordance, wherein 
the message is a Simple Object Access Protocol (SOAP) message. 

However, Kesler teaches the method in accordance, wherein the message is a Simple 
Object Access Protocol (SOAP) message. (Col. 38, Lines 5-10) 

Ganesh and Kesler are analogous art pertinent to the problem to be solved. A skilled 
artisan would have been motivated to combine Ganesh and Kesler because it provides for 
dynamically generating data entry forms at run-time without writing computer code as discussed 
in Kesler, Col. 3, Lines 7-8. 



Application/Control Number: Page 23 

10/763,526 

Art Unit: 2168 

Therefore at the time of invention, it would have been obvious to a person having 
ordinary skill in the art to combine Ganesh and Kesler because it provides for dynamically 
generating data entry forms at run-time without writing computer code as suggested in Kesler, 
Col. 3, Lines 7-8. 

Regarding claim 17, Ganesh teaches a method in accordance, wherein the act of 
maintaining a mapping comprises the following for at least one of the one or more direct 
methods in the group of one or more direct methods. (Fig. 4, Fig. 7A-2, Fig. 9) 

However, Ganesh does not explicitly teach an act of listing one or more parameters for 
the direct method that should be in the inverted method. (Col. 19, Table 8, see "Description", 
second column, "parameters may be passed to the SQL statement from the data entry from" 
adjacent to SQL expression type heading and also under "stored procedure" and "expression", 4 1 
line above SQL) 

Ganesh and Kesler are analogous art pertinent to the problem to be solved. A skilled 
artisan would have been motivated to combine Ganesh and Kesler because it provides for cost 
savings associated with dynamic SQL and compatibility with commercial middleware products 
as discussed in Kesler, Col. 17, lines 13-14 and 30-35 respectively. 

Therefore at the time of invention, it would have been obvious to a person having 
ordinary skill in the art to combine Ganesh and Kesler because it provides for cost savings 
associated with dynamic SQL and compatibility with commercial middleware products as 
suggested in Kesler, Col. 17, lines 13-14 and 30-35 respectively. 
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Regarding claim 18, Ganesh does not explicitly teach a method in accordance, wherein 
the act of running a group of one or more direct methods comprises the following: an act of 
running the direct method using particular values corresponding to the one or more listed 
parameters. 

However, Kesler teaches a method in accordance, wherein the act of running a group of one or 
more direct methods comprises the following: an act of running the direct method using 
particular values corresponding to the one or more listed parameters. (Col. 19, Table 8, see 
analysis under claim 17) 

Further analysis provided under claim 1 7. 

Regarding claim 19, Ganesh does not explicitly teach a method in accordance, further 
comprising the following: an act of recording values for the one or more listed parameters for the 
direct method in the compensation record. 

However, Kesler teaches a method in accordance, further comprising the following: an act of 
recording values for the one or more listed parameters for the direct method in the compensation 
record. (Col. 19, Table 8, see analysis under claim 17) 
Further analysis provided under claim 17. 

Regarding claim 20, Ganesh teaches does not explicitly teach a method in accordance, 
further comprising the following: an act of determining that the transaction should be 
compensated; and an act of executing the inversion methods identified in the compensation 
group corresponding to the transaction, wherein the inversion method corresponding to the direct 
method is executed using the recorded values in the compensation record. 
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However, Kesler teaches a method in accordance, further comprising the following: an 
act of determining that the transaction should be compensated; and an act of executing the 
inversion methods identified in the compensation group corresponding to the transaction, 
wherein the inversion method corresponding to the direct method is executed using the recorded 
values in the compensation record. (Col. 19, Table 8, see analysis under claim 17) 

Regarding claim 35, Ganesh does not explicitly teach a method in accordance, wherein 
the act of maintaining a mapping comprises the following for at least one of the one or more 
direct methods in the group of one or more direct methods: an act of listing one or more 
parameters for the direct method that should be in the inverted method. 
However, Kesler teaches a method in accordance, wherein the act of maintaining a mapping 
comprises the following for at least one of the one or more direct methods in the group of one or 
more direct methods: an act of listing one or more parameters for the direct method that should 
be in the inverted method. (Col. 19, Table 8, see analysis under claim 17) 

Regarding claim 36, Ganesh does not explicitly teach a method in accordance, wherein 
the act of running a group of one or more direct methods comprises the following: an act of 
running the direct method using particular values corresponding to the one or more listed 
parameters. 

However, Kesler teaches a method in accordance, wherein the act of running a group of 
one or more direct methods comprises the following: an act of running the direct method using 
particular values corresponding to the one or more listed parameters. (Col. 19, Table 8; see 
analysis under claim 17) 
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Regarding claim 37, Ganesh does not explicitly teach a method in accordance, further 
comprising the following: an act of recording values for the one or more listed parameters for the 
direct method in the compensation record. 

However, Kesler teaches a method in accordance, further comprising the following: an 
act of recording values for the one or more listed parameters for the direct method in the 
compensation record. (Col. 19, Table 8, see analysis under claim 17) 

Regarding claim 38, Ganesh does not explicitly teach a method in accordance, further 
comprising the following: an act of determining that the transaction should be compensated; and 
an act of executing the inversion methods identified in the compensation group corresponding to 
the transaction, wherein the inversion method corresponding to the direct method is executed 
using the recorded values in the compensation record. 

However, Kesler teaches a method in accordance, further comprising the following: an 
act of determining that the transaction should be compensated; and an act of executing the 
inversion methods identified in the compensation group corresponding to the transaction, 
wherein the inversion method corresponding to the direct method is executed using the recorded 
values in the compensation record. (Col. 19, Table 8, see analysis under claim 17) 

Regarding claim 45, Ganesh does not explicitly teach one or more computer-readable 
media in accordance, wherein the compensation record field further include the following for at 
least one of the direct methods; a parameter value field that records the actual value used for at 
least one of the parameters used when running the direct method during the transaction. 
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However, Kesler teaches one or more computer-readable media in accordance, wherein 
the compensation record field further include the following for at least one of the direct methods; 
a parameter value field that records the actual value used for at least one of the parameters used 



when running the direct method during the transaction. (Col. 19, Table 8, see analysis 
claim 17) 



under 



Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Joseph D. Wong whose telephone number is 571-270-1015. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mon.-Thur. 8:30AM - 6:00PM and alternate Fridays. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tim T. Vo can be reached on (571) 272-3642. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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